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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Status 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-2, 4, 8, 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Shultz sr (421 1446). 

Shultz sr discloses a seal puller having a generally planar shank (30-32) with a 
hook facing side edge, a seal engaging hook (35) with a notch, an attachment 
(44-45), an elongated lever (1 1&12). There is a bend between the shank and 
hook. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shultz sr 
(4211446). 

a. Shultz sr is discussed above. 

b. Shultz discloses the claimed invention except for a metal material being 
used. It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to have known to use a metal material to form the device, 
since it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select 
a known material on the basis of its suitability for intended use as a matter of 
obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 
5. Claims 1-4, 8-11, 14-15, and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Perea (5245737) in view of Shultz sr (421 1446). 

c. Perea discloses a seal puller having a shank (13) with a hook (note this 
element contains an arm) facing side edge and a seal engaging hook (end of 
hook) with a notch, an attachment (21&29), an elongated lever (25&26), and a 
slide hammer (28). 

d. Perea does not disclose a generally planar shank . 

e. Shultz sr discloses a seal puller having a generally planar shank which is 
another form of a hook used to grab a workpiece. 

f. It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the Perea device by providing a generally 
planar shank as taught by Shultz sr which is another form of a hook used to grab 
a workpiece. 

g. In regard to claim 3,the modified Perea discloses the claimed invention 
except for the metal material. It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have known to use a metal material 
to form the device, since it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker 
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in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for intended use 
as a matter of obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

6. Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perea (5245737) as applied to claims 1-4, 8-1 1 above, and further in view of Dimakos 
etal (4476861). 

h. Perea is discussed above. 

i. Perea does not discloses a fulcrum. 

j. Dimakos discloses a puller having a fulcrum attached to a base which is 
alternative type of stop for the slide hammer. 

k. It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the modified Perea device by replacing the 
stop with a stop that has a fulcrum as taught by Dimakos which is alternative type 
of stop for the slide hammer. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 5-7 and 16-18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Hull et al and Qualkenbush disclose a device. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LEE D WILSON whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4094. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, JOSEPH HAIL can be reached on 703-308-2687. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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